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Pusuic Law 601, 79TH CoNGRESS 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent ( } United S 


of America in Congress assembled, 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


a * * * * . * 


SEC. 121. sTaNpDING COMMITTE! 


17. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of ni members 


q ] Committee on Un-American Activities 

\) Un-American activities 

2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subecommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States 
ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa 


ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a Comestic¢ origin and atta 





the principle of the form of government as guaranteed bv our Const : 
iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessar) 
remedial legislation 

The Committee on 1 n-Americat (Activities shall report to the House or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in sessior the results of a1 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable 

For the purpose of , 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 





anv such investigation, the Committee on Un-Americat 


has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendances 





of such witnesses and the produ on of such hooks, papers, and focuments il 
to take such testimony, as it Ceems necessary Subpenes May be issued uncer 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by a1 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any perso 


designated by any such chairman or member. 








RULES ADOPTED BY THE 88D CONGRESS 


House Resolution 5, January 3, 1953 


* * * * * * 


Rute X 


STANDING COMMITTE! 


There sl all be elected | the House, at the commencement of each Cor 
iid \ I STAl ail vy ¢ al I ittees 
+ * 
Committee or n-American Activities, to consist of nine members 
* i * * * * 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 





gations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
ittacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 


authorized to make from time to time, investi 








il necessary remedial legislation 
he Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
ation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 
lor the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
\ctivities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 


‘ 1 places withi the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
f such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 


take such testimony, as it deems necessary Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by such chairman, and may be served by any person desig- 


ated Dy any such chairman or member. 
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REPORT ON THE MARCH OF LABOR 
FOREWORD 


Infiltration and control of the “working class’? has been the Com- 
munists’ first line of attack in its campaign to subvert the free nations 
of the world from the inception of the international Communist 
movement. 

The forceful and violent program of the Communists has been 
continuously rejected by the majority of workers in the United 
States. This fact does not afford grounds for complacency, however, 
because the Communists have never ceased for a moment in t 
effort to confuse and control the American worker. In fact, they have 
developed elaborate techniques aimed at enlisting the support of 
workers who would never knowingly aid the Communist cause 

To reach these workers, the Communists have an ind spensable 

tool in the Communist-controlled press. Lenin himself spelled out 
this technique in a speech before the Communist International in 
1920: 
* * * the state of the labour press in the most advanced capitalist countries 
particularly, vividly illustrates the utterly fraudulent nature of liberty and equal- 
ity under bourgeois democracy, as well as the necessity of systematically com- 
bining legal with illegal work * * * 

' the Communist Parties must create a new type of periodical press for 
mass distribution among workers: first, legal publications, which must learn, 
without calling themselves Communist, and without announcing their affiliation 
with the party, to utilize every scrap of legality in the same way as the Bolshe- 
viks did under the Tsar in 1905 * * 

A publication which today is carrying out the dictates of Lenin 
by bringing disguised Communist propaganda into the ranks of 
American workers is the March of Labor. 

a ; 

The committee offers this report to alert loyal Americans to the 


\: 
| 
ictal, 


true character and purpose of this innocuous-titled perio¢ 


REVIEW OF COMMUNIST PURPOSES AND TACTICS 


Soviet and American Communists have frankly outlined their in- 
tentions to seek control of America’s vast working population by fair 
means or foul. They have also clearly defined the important role that 
the Communist-controlled press will play in this progran 

Lenin has stated: 


* * * In order to be able to help ‘‘the masses’’ and to win the sympathy, con- 
fidence and support of ‘‘the masses,’’ it is necessary to brave all difficulties 
* * * and even, if need be, to resort to all sorts of devices, maneuvers, and 
illegal methods, to evasion and subterfuge, in order to penetrate into the trade 
unions, to remain in them, and to carry on Communist work in them at all costs 
* * *2 


V. I. Lenin, Selected Works, vol. X, Internat il Publishers, New ‘ 3S, | 
2 Left-wing Communism: An Infantile Disorder, V. 1. Lenin, Internat P 
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\s pre LOUSY noted, Lenin insisted that the press would be an in- 
en o be utilized in this lecal and illegal work. 
Benjamin Gitlow, a former Communist Party functionary who ap- 


pe ared before the spec ial Committee on Un-American Activities on 
September 7, 1939, described an interview he had with Joseph Stalin 
hich Stalin discussed both trade-union infiltration and the im- 


portance of the press Excerpts from Mr. Gitlow’s testimony follow 


Vir. Gitlow. IT now want to deal with my own personal relations with Joseph 
Stalin, because they will graphically describe the manner in which Stalin runs 
the Comintern and the manner in which he bosses the American Communist 
Party. 

He [Stalin] said the party should concentrate on building up a powerful 
press in America. He said the party is in the stage of agitation and propaganda, 
and the press plays an important role in this field, and he said, in building up the 
press and propaganda activities of the party, the party would find a good support 
in the Communist International and the Russian leadership. He then took up 
with us the question of the trade unions and * * * he insisted that the Com- 
munist Party of the United States must gain a root and a base in the trade unions 
of the country; that unless the Communist Party of the United States gained such 
a base, it will never be an effectual force in America. And he said: ‘*The Com- 
munist International will do everything; the Communist International will insist 
that the party make progress along these lines.’’ 

He also declared that, in his opinion, it was more worth while for the Com- 
munist Party of the United States to win over trade-union officials, to have 
trade-union officials become members of the Communist Party, than just the 
mere rank-and-file workers, because trade-union officials have an influence 
over large numbers of members and they can be of much more service and value 
to the mevement than can the ordinary rank and file. 


* 


Mr. Gitlow deseribed the deceitful prolabor propaganda which 
Communists have employed to carry out the infiltration aims out- 


1 by Stalin He said: 


the Communists claim that they represent labor; that they are primarily 
the exponents, the only exponents, of the real interests of labor and of the poor 
in the United States. 
rhis, also, in my opinion, is a fiction and not borne out by the facts, because 
if the Communists represented the interests of labor, and particularly the interests 
of the poor in this country, then in the one country where the Communists are in 
control and have power, there at least they should hold in esteem those who labor 
and the conditions of those who are poor and have nothing, and we find precisely 
the opposite; that in the country where the Communists are in control the workers 
have the least liberty, are treated worse than in any other country, are exploited 
far more than they are in the capitalist countries, and have no political liberty 
whatsvever; no form of democracy in any degree exists in that country. 


John Williamson, trade-union director for the Communist Party 
of the United States, reported to the national committee of the party 
in February 1946 on the need for greater efforts to ensnare American 


WOrKCTS 


We must influence, not only the action, but the thinking of the work- 
ers 

fhe Party has begun to perform this role, particularly through the Daily 
Worker, correctly reacting on time to many issues and systematically exposing 
ihe strategy and tactics of the employers and their agents. But we must admit 
that much more has to be done in this regard ' 

Our Party has not yet developed the art of consistently influencing the thinking 
of the workers, helping them to connect their immediate demands with a general 
struggle against the trusts and capitalism, and raising the level of their working 
class political understanding 4 3 
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Phil Bart, fromer general manager of the Daily Wor! stated at the 
plenary meeting of the National Committe i ft (om 
Party, USA, held Mareh 23-25, 1950 


The main task of the Communist press in the United States today is to 

help develop a broad united-front movement of the working class 

The development of the class consciousness of the workers, as the great 
guiding spirits and leaders of communism have many times emphasized, is not 
an automatic or spontaneous process. it requires the proper fulfillment by the 
Party of its vanguard role A 

That is why the building of the Communist press is of such mighty importance 
in developing every phase of our work. Press building goes hand in hand with 
the carrying out of our policy of industrial concentration, of firmly rooting the 
Party among workers in the main plants and industries of our country and 
winning their support and confidence through vanguard participation and guidance 
in their day-to-day struggles t 

We should constantly look to the experiences of the Bolshevik Party of Lenin 
and Stalin, which teach us the vitai role of the press in the struggle of the working 
class * * * 

At the same time we strive to immunize the workers and the people generally 
against the ideological poison spewed forth by the imperialist press, we must 
help mobilize and organize them for struggle * * * 4 


HISTORY OF THE ORGANIZATION OF MARCH OF LABOR 


According to its certificate of incorporation, March of Labor was 
organized under the laws of the State of New York on May 10, 1949 
This document reveals that Maurice H. Forge, 46-13 Skillman 
Avenue, Long Island City, N. Y.; John F. Ryan, 108 Franklin Avenue 
Sea Cliff, Long Island, N. Y.; and Madeleine H. Ryan, also of 108 
Franklin Avenue, Sea Cliff, were the original directors of the publi- 
cation. ‘ 

Its editorial staff then consisted of Mr. Ry an, editor, and Mr 
Forge, managing editor, with headquarters at 133 West 44th Street 
New York City. Only three issues were published in 1949, namely 
June, July, and September. However, March of Labor again resumed 
publication in August 1950 at 799 Broadway, New York City, unde: 
the editorship of John Steuben, who continues to hold that position 
to this day. 

Statements of ownership and management required under the law 
to be filed each October 1, reflect various subsequent changes in the 
editorial staff, in owners, and in places of publication 

After the magazine resumed publication, the first available stat« 
ment of ownership, filed October 1951, shows that it was then being 
published at 5 Beekman Street, in New York. The owners were 
again listed as Maurice H. Forge, John F. Ryan, and Madeleine 
H. Ryan. It should be noted, however, that beginning with the 
August 1951 issue, the name of Walter Barry appears as associat: 
editor-——a job he held until March 1954. 

During the month of April 1952, March of Labor moved to a ne 
location at 166 West Washington Street, Chicago, Ill., in 
nounced hope that it would “establish stronger ties between MOL 
and the workers in our basic industries.” 
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No. 1 FEBRUARY, 1954 25¢ 


rt Ser ted of 


The NAM's New Labor Spy Racket ' 








Dear Reader: 





To publish a militant rank and file 
trade union magazine is a pretty dif- 
ficult task. But the very fact that we 
have survived over a period of 3! 
years is sufficient proof that MOL 
fills a great need. 


In recent months our difficulties 
have constantly increased. Debts con- 
tinued to pile up. Printers, engravers 
and other companies we dealt with in 
Chicago insisted on a COD basis. 
These extreme hardships have forced 
us to skip several issues. We were 
also forced to reduce our staff to a 
point where we practically have no 
staff at all 


We had a choice: to remain in Chi- 
cago and go under, or return to New 
York where the chances for rallying 
IMMEDIATE support are brighter. 
We refused to give up and here we 
are—back in New York. 


Upon our arrival we proceeded to 
gather material and finances, in the 
hope of coming out with a January 
issue. However, by the time our 
finances permitted, and our produc- 
tion schedule was organized, it be- 
came clear that the January issue 
would not appear before the end of 
the month. This would mean that in 
the western states, the readers prob- 
ably wouldn’t get MOL before Febru- 
ary. We had no choice but to begin 
with the February issue. 


The most unfortunate and regret- 
table part is that because the Janu- 
ary issue has become the February 
issue, our package on Negro History 
Week can not for technical reasons 
appear in this issue. We shall over- 
come this great weakness by publish- 
ing this material in subsequent is- 
sues. 


We are very determined to save 
MOL. We are presently initiating a 
fund raising campaign to help us 
meet our annual deficit of $20,000. If 
2,000 readers would contribute or raise 
$10, a year (see back cover) the de- 
ficit will be met and MOL secured for 
the year 1954. 


The answer is pretty much up to 
YOU. Will you be among the 2,000 
who will help save MOL? Will you 
ask your lecal union to send us a con- 
tribution? 


Please let us hear from you. 


fimo lake. 


THE MARCH OF LABOR 


march of Lab Or 
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The Statement of ownership filed in October 1952 reflects that the 
editorial staff consisted of John Steuben. editor, and Len Det ‘aux, 
managing editor. DeCaux’ name had appeared in the publication as 
managing editor for some 9 months prior to this date and he remained 
in this post altogether for about 2 years. New owners made their 
appearance in 1952 in the persons of Vincent Hallinan, of San Fran- 
cisco, and Sidney Rosen of Croton-on-Hudson, N. Y. Hallinan, an 
attorney, was Presidential candidate on the Progressive Party ticket 
in 1952. 

One change was reflected in the ownership statement filed in 
October 1953. Lee Steuben, wife of John Steuben,’ replaced Sidney 
Rosen as one of the owners. 

The publication encountered financial difficulties in Chicago and 
was forced to omit several issues and reduce its staff. In an effort 
to solve its financial problems, MOL returned to its old headquarters 
at 799 Broadway, New York City, on or about January 1, 1954.° 
Its editorial staff thereafter consisted of John Steuben, editor, and 
Walter sarry, associate editor. 

MOL’s current address is 799 Broadway, New York City. 

The most recent statement of ownership and management reveals 
that the owners now are Vincent Hallinan and John Steuben. 


THE COMMUNIST RECORD OF INDIVIDUALS ASSOCIATED 
WITH AZARCH OF LABOR 


That this ostensible “labor”? publication is nothing less than an 
instrument of the Communist Party is most vividly illustrated by the 
records of the individuals who manage the magazine and contribute 
articles. 

Editor John Steuben has been an open Communist Party func- 
tionary specializing in trade-union infiltration since the 1930’s. He 
is the author of this suggestion for recruiting American workers into 
the Communist Party in 1936: 

We must take the initiative in making approaches to the various local 
trade-union leaders. We must not become disappointed even if they are at first 
hostile to us. Through informal discussions, through supplying them with our 
literature, through facing their arguments and crushing them, while at the same 
time maintaining a friendly relationship, we will win hundreds of them for our 
Party * sf 
Walter Barry, associate editor of March of Labor from 1951 to 
March 1954, is an identified member of the Communist Party, and 
the same is true of both Leonard DeCaux, MOL managing editor in 
1952-53, and Maurice Forge, one of the MOL owners in the1949—51 
period. 

Furthermore, approximately 40 other identified members of the 
Communist Party have written articles appearing in March of Labor, 
a2 committee survey of the publication reveals. 

The Communist records of some of the top March of Labor leaders 
are hereafter offered in detail. 
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JOHN STEUBEN 


Born in 1906 in Brailov, Russia, John Steuben entered this country 
in 1923 with his father Zalik Rijoc ic and other members of his family. 
Among the many names which Steuben has subsequently used are 
Itzak Rijock, Martin Rijak, Ryshak, John Stevenson, John Stevens, 
Harold Schlusberg, David Brown, and John Steuben. Many of these 
aliases were obviously emploved by “Steuben” as covers during his 
various illegal activities in behalf of the Communist Party. He has 
used the name, Steuben, most consistently throughout his career, 
however. 

According to information available to the committee, Steuben 
returned at least once to Russia, in 1928. He is also reported to have 
attended Lenin University in Moscow. His book, Strike Strategy, 
published in 1950, and his activities in various strikes over the years 
display positive knowledge of the methods and techniques acquired 
by many American Communists at the Lenin University, and other 
Communist schools. Page 6 of the Daily Worker of March 14, 1950, 
described his book Strike Strategy as the only important book on the 
subject since a pamphlet by William Z. Foster, chairman of the 
Communist Party of the United States. 

Since Steuben’s record in its entirety is too voluminous to be 
included in this report, the committee will present merely the high- 
lights, which will show beyond any doubt that his leadership of the 
March of Labor is in the interests of the Communists—not labor. 


YOUNG COMMUNIST LEAGUE ACTIVITIES 


Steuben’s early activities were centered in the Young Communist 
League. In 1929 he wrote an article which appeared in the Daily 
Worker of December 19, on ‘Hoover Leads Drive Against Young 
Communist League.’’ Here are some of his words: 

Let Hoover {former President] bark, let the capitalist press rave; we will go on 
and will further intensify our work. Nothing will stop us from organizing the 
masses of young workers for the defense of the Soviet Union. * * 

* * * Our answer to Hoover is that we have only made the very first beginning 
in the struggle for the defense of the Soviet Union and against imperialist 
wars. * * 

At this early stage of his life, there is no doubt as to where his 
allegiance lay. 

The Daily Worker of May 12, 1930, page 4, carried another article 
by Steuben entitled “A Year of Struggle,” in which he reviewed the 
accomplishments of the Young Communist League and exhorted its 
members to increase their activities in trade unions. 

The 1937 Yearbook of the Young Communist League said of John 
Steuben, then a full-fledged Communist Party official: 

He is ‘‘now an organizer for the Steel Workers Organizing Committee in 
Youngstown * * * he was formerly the District Organizer for the League in 
Cleveland and an active member of the Trade Union Unity League.* 

After leaving the League, John [Steuben] became Section organizer of the 
Communist Party in Youngstown and active in the trade union field. 





§ The Trade-Union Unity League has been cited by the Attorney General and the Special Committee 
on Un-American Activities as a Communist front directly controlled by the Communist Party. 
composed of some 20 Communist unions and was affiliated with the Red International of Labor Ur 
Moscow, 
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The 1937 vearbook commemorating the 18th anniversary of the 
Communist Party contained the following commentary: 

The YCL in Ohio has increased its membership in the past year by more than 
150%. It is steadily developing leaders for the gene wos labor and progressive 
movement. Many young people who grace the rolls of the CIO organizing staffs 
today in Ohio received their preliminary training in the YCL. Many former 
YCLers, now leaders of the Communist Party in Ohio, include John Williamson, 
who was one of the early national secretaries, John Steuben * * *, 


WORK AS A COMMUNIST PARTY FUNCTIONARY 


That John Steuben early became a prominent figure in the Com- 
munist Party is evidenced by the following information contained in 
the records of the Committee on Un-American Activities. He 


Spoke at a meeting of the Central Committee of the Com- 
munist Party, held in New York on November 15-16, 1935 
(Daily Worker, November 22, 1935, pp. 1 and 2) 

Was a scheduled spe vaker at a Mes ay Day Mass a in 
Youngstown, Ohio, according to the Daily Worker of May 1, 1936, 
pages l and ie 

Spoke at a amas . the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party held Deeember 6. 1936. in New York. 

Attended the plenary session of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party held in New York June 18-20, 1937 

Was present at a special meeting of the political bureau of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party held in Cleveland, 
Ohio, on April Bg 

Was reported to have been a speaker at a New York Special 
Convention of the Communist Political Association held August 
10-11, 1945, during which he allegedly said: 

The ILGWU [International Ladies Garment Workers Union] is the key 
union where our forces will have to concentrate and undermine social 
democracy, nationally and internationally. We will give our comrades the 
necessary support in this fight * * * 

Served as a marshal of the May Day parade in 1950. This 
annual event is initiated by the Communist Party (Daily Worker, 
May 2, 1950, pp. 1 and 4). 

Was elected to represent the New York State Communist 
Party as a delegate to the National Communist Party Convention 
held in 1948. 

JOHN STEUBEN’S WRITINGS 


Prior to becoming editor of the March of Labor, John Steuben con- 
tributed numerous articles to Communist publications. Some of his 
writings listed below clearly indicate his dedication to the Communist 
plot to subvert the American labor movement. 

The Communist for January 1932 carries his article on ‘Leadership 
at the Bench,” in which he stated: 
rhe recent Plenum of the National Committee of the Trade Union Unity League 


in Pittsburgh has pointed out that the major task of the revolutionary unions 
and leagues is to throw the weight of our work inside the factories * * * 


* The above three items were contained in reports of the meetings entered into the records of the Com 
nittee by John H. Frey at the tir it 


sppeared before the Special Committee on Un-American Activities 
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In The Communist for April 1932, he opened an article on “Shop 

Politics and Organization”’, by stating: 
An examination of the numerous decisions of the Comintern, Red International 
of Labor Unions, and the Central Committee of our Party, will show that tim 
and again the following task was stressed: To shift the center of gravily ol 
the daily activity of our Party, revolutionary unions and opposition 
groups to the shops and factories—to make the factories, mines, mills 
and ships our fortresses * * * 

The Communist for December 1934, has an article by Steuben on 
“Recent Developme on . the Steel Industry and Our Tasks.”’ 

The Daily Worker of Januar v 17, 1939, page 7, carried an article on 
“World Events in Review,” in which Steuben continually referred to 
the Communist Party as “our party,” and stated that 
January is the month when we commemorate the death of Lenin. For us this 
is always an occasion for further deepening our knowledge of Leninism 


In connection with Steuben’s activity in the Trade Union Unity 


League, identified above, committee files reveal that he contribute 
series of two articles for Labor li ity, official publication of the leagu 
on the **\Tain Prol lems of the Re volutionars | hnhions in {| ( Largest 


City in the U.S. |, a the first of which appeared mM Kebruarv 1932 

While section organizer for the Communist Party in Youngstown, 
Ohio, Steuben wrote a letter to other section organizers outlining 
pointers for building the Communist Party. This letter, reprinted in 
the Daily Worker of April 11, 1936, page 4, adopted a question and 
answer form. Typical of his questions were the following 


How do we mobilize the Party membership for the various tasks and waat 
methods do we use to keep a flow of revolutionary endienats ism in the ranks of 
the Party? 

What is the relationship between the Party Section organizers and the leaders 
of the trade unions and other working class organizations in our communities? 

How skillful are we as organizers and how can we develop leadership by 
example? 


Steuben gave such answers as: 


* * * T want to cite an example of how we, in Youngstown, carried through 
successfully our last Daily Worker subscription drive. We did not simply dish 
out quotas for each unit but rather developed an educational campaign on the 
role of our press. We brought to the comrades the experiences of the Russian 
comrades, how they established the ‘‘Iskra’’,'!° we combined this with Lenin’ s 
recommendation in regard to a revolutionary newspaper in the U.S. A. 

* * * We must learn the art of combining even the least important organized 
task with its political implications and on this basis create a real understanding 
among the members and together with it to keep a fiow of continuous revolu- 
tionary enthusiasm in our ranks 

* * * We must take the initiative in making approaches to the various local 
trade union leaders. We must not become disappointed even if they are at 
first hostile to us. Through informal discussions, through supplying them with 
our literature, through facing their arguments and crushing them, while at the 
same time maintaining a friendly relationship, we will win hundreds of them for 
our Party. * * * 


LECTURER AT COMMUNIST PARTY SCHOOLS 


As an expert in Communist techniques aimed at American workers, 


John Steuben was frequently assigned to lecture at schools operated 





10 Jgkra refers to the organ of the Bolsheviks in Russia before they seized 
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the Communist Party. According to the committee’s files, he 


the following schools: 


The Work rs School] nh New York: lectured on ‘*Problems ol 
War Economy, Production and Labor,’ during the 1942 fall 
term Dai Mf Worker. Octol er i 1942, Pp 5 The Workers 
School was cited as an official Communist Party school by the 
Special Committee on Un-American Activities in 1944. 

Pittsburgh Workers School, an affiliate of the Workers School 
n New York; lectured on ‘‘Trade Unionism,” during the wintet 
term, 1959 catalog announcing the courses for the winter term 
of the school 

‘| il¢ ode {ferson =~ hool ol Sor inl Sciehce, Ni WW York; lee tured On 
‘Labor in the Post War World,” during the 1945 fall term (Daily 
Worker, September 8, 1945, p. 5 The Jefferson School, cited 
by the Attorney General as an adjunct of the Communist Party, 
resulted irom a merger of the New Yor) Workers School and th 
School for Democracy. 

The George Washington Carver School, New York; lectured 
on thi ubject of “Labor and Polities’” (winter 1947, catalog of 
the school This school also was cited by the Attorney Ge neral 
an adjunct of the Communist Party 


STIMONY OF FORMER COMMUNISTS REGARDING STEUBEN 


Several former Communists have testified before the Committee on 
Uy \meriean Activities regarding John Steuben’s activities as a 
member of the Communist Party. Those who so identified him ar¢ 


Maurice Herzog, on Se pte mber 30, 1939, who identified Steuben 


as a section organizer for the Communist Party in Ohio 


Jos li Za | , OR pte mbet 030, 1939, who identified mt¢ uben as 
i Communist and formerly ‘“‘one of my assistants in the Trade 
Union Unitv Leae 
or the steel workers’ organization committee, I think in the 
Youngstown area * * *,” 


i Couneil Later on he was an organize! 


Benjamin Gitlow on September 11, 1939, who said of Steuben 
“ * * * | know under the name of Steuben he has operated 
throughout the country as a big trade-union man, but he does 
not know the first thing about trade unions; he has never 
worked in a factory. He has been a member of the Communist 


Party since he was 16 vears old 


Robert Pitcoff on October 14, 1939, who stated: “John Steuben 
is a member of the Communist Party; has carried on work 
among the dye workers in New York and various other unions 
in the days when I was a member; and also a member of the 

T.U.U. LC. (Trade Union Unity League Council).”’ 


James H. Dolsen on March 25, 1940, who admitted current mem- 
bership in the Communist Party and also identified John 
Steuben as a member of the Communist Party. 


The Committee on Un-American Activities sought testimony from 
Steuben himself concerning his Communist activities, and particularly 
his association with the \Vareh 0 Labor He was subpenaed to appear 
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in 1952 and again in July and August of 1954. He has so far sueceeded 
in avoiding such an appearance. The latter appearance Was post- 
poned at his own request. 


VIOLATION OF CITIZENSHIP OATH 


A Communist’s contempt for oaths is demonstrated in the signa- 
ture of “John Steuben” affixed to the oath of allegiance to the United 
States in his petition for naturalization. Here he pledged to support 
and defend the Constitution and laws of the United States of America 
against all enemies, foreign or domestic, and to renounce allegiance 
to the country of his birth. His foregoing record belies this pledge 

John Steuben was praised in the Daily Worker of May 17, 1953 
(page 7), for his part in organizing the Youngstown, Ohio, steel strike 


back in 1937. The record shows that during the aforementioned 
strike with its ensuing violence, Steuben was arrested, convicted and 
sentenced for removing and destroying railroad property. Rails 


leading into the Youngstown Sheet & Tube Mill had been cut. He 
pleaded guilty, was fined $300, and received a 30-day suspended sen- 
tence. Steuben was then functioning both as a Communist Party 
official and as an organizer for the Steel Workers Organizing Commit- 
tee in Youngstown. Again Steuben had no compunction in breaking 
another part of the oath which he took when applying for citizenship. 
This part of the oath reads as follows: 

I am not, and have not been for the period of at least 10 years immediately 
preceding the date of this petition (1943) an anarchist; not a believer in the 
unlawful damage, injury, or destruction of property, or sabotage * * * 

Steuben is at present the subject of denaturalization and deporta- 
tion proceedings instituted by the Department of Justice. 


Lreronarp H. DeCavux 


Leonard (Len) DeCaux, the managing editor of March of Labor 
in 1952 and 1953, has been identified as a Communist Party member 
by two former Communists who have appeared before the Committee. 
DeCaux himself was subpenaed and testified before the Committee on 
July 8, 1954. He refused to answer questions concerning Communist 
Party activities, including his association with the March of Labor. 

DeCaux did acknowledge that he lived at 5219 So. Ingleside Ave., 
Chicago and was then employed as proofreader with Stewart & Friar, 
Chicago printing firm. He admitted that he formerly worked as 
Washington correspondent for the Federated Press '' and later as 
ee ‘ity direc tor of the CIO and editor of the C/O News. 

DeCaux’ response to questions on Communist Party activities was 
a succession of refusals to answer on the grounds of self-incrimination. 
A list of some of the subjects which he refused to discuss is revealing 
He refused to 


Affirm or deny Communist Party membership. 

State whether he was a Communist before entering the United 
States. 

Confirm that he was asked to resign from his CIO employment 
by Philip Murray because of alleged Communist Party affiliation, 


sinseanpinaicaninasaiaaltalailis 
1 The Federated Press was cited by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in 1944 as a 
Communist-controlled news service. 
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State if he has been in Russia since 1921. 

Testify as to how he was employed between 1948 and December 
1953. 

Acknowledge his connection with the March of Labor during the 
years 1952 and 1953 as managing editor. 

State if he was responsible for the selection of articles appearing 
in the MOL. 

Testify whether he knew any of the individuals identified as 
Communists who contributed articles to the publication. (See 
list of contributors which follows.) 

Acknowledge that he also had contributed a number of articles 
to the MOL. 

State whether he knew any of the individuals connected with 
the publication. 

Affirm or deny testimony given by former Communists Dorothy 
K. Funn and Louis Budenz, who identified Len DeCaux as a 
member of the Communist Party. 


Mrs. Dorothy Funn, a teacher, and a former Communist, appeared 
before the Committee on Un-American Activities on May 4, 1953. 
In testifying concerning her party activities during the vears 1943 
to 1946 as legislative representative for the National Negro Congress 
in Washington D. C., Mrs. Funn described meetings she attended 
with a Communist Party group. 

When asked if the individuals attending the meetings were to her 
knowledge members of the Communist Party, she replied: 


Well, I must repeat again—any of these meetings, Communist Party meetings, 
of a club or a group were attended only by members of the party. No outsiders 
were allowed into those meetings, and those that I attended of the group in 
Washington had to be members of the Communist Party. * * * 

Mr. Kunzig. Now, there was an editor of the CIO News by the name of Len 
DeCaux—D-e-C-a-u-x. Did you know him? 

Mrs. Funn. He also met with the Communist Party group. 


The following is from a statement given to the Committee on Un- 
American Activities in 1950 by Louis Budenz, former Communist 
Party funetionary, in which he described Len DeCaux as follows: 


Former editor of the CIO News, official organ of the national office of the 
CIO. A studious-looking person with glasses, of medium height and build, 
originally from either England or Canada. 

I have known DeCaux personally for 20 years, becoming acquainted with him 
first in Cleveland when he was editor of one of the railroad unions’ publications. 
He was suggested to Albert F. Coyle, who had been editor of the Locomotive 
Engineers’ Journal, by Robert W. Dunn. 

DeCaux had the reputation of being a Communist, so far as I was concerned, 
before my entry into the party. In connection with the campaign to develop the 
CLO into which the Communists plunged and in which I played a considerable 
part, I was advised that DeCaux was a member of the Communist Party. This 
advice came from Jack Stachel. 

Later on, specifically at the St. Louis convention of the United Automobile 
Workers in 1940, I met DeCaux as a Communist in conference with Roy Hudson, 
in connection with CIO matters and the United Automobile Workers Union. 

I sat in with DeCaux, the research man, Fowler, and Roy Hudson and Lee 
Pressman in struggling over certain parts of Philip Murray’s speech that they 
were to write up and suggest to Murray. This was a Communist caucus on the 
matter. This was around 1942 or 1943. 

Official reports to me from Roy Hudson and Jack Stachel right up to the time 
I left the party in 1945 were that Leonard DeCaux was a member of the Com- 
munist Party. 





2 The National Negro Congress was cited by Attorney General Tom Clark, and the Special Committee 
1 Un-American Activities as subversive and a Communist front 





THE MARCH OF LABOR 13 


WaLTerR Barry 


Investigation discloses that Walter Barry’s true name is Israel 
Kisenstat. He has also been known under the aliases of Hack Murphy 
and Walter Wishnefsky. Barry, one-time international representa- 
tive of District 4 of the United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers 
of America (Ind.) and president of the Greater Newark CIO Council, 
served as associated editor of the March of Labor from about the 
middle of 1951 to March 1954. 

In the course of public hearings held by the Committee on Un- 
American Activities, three former Communists identified Walter Barry 
as a member of the Communist Party. 

Following is an excerpt from the testimony of James Joseph Con- 
roy, Who appeared on July 25, 1947: 

Mr. Stripling. Are you acquainted with an individual named Walter Barry? 

Mr. Conroy. I am. 

Mr. Stripling. Do you know whether he holds any position with UE? 

Mr. Conroy. He is an international representative. 

Mr. Stripling. Do you have any knowledge concerning his Communist activity? 

Mr. Conroy. He is a Party member. 

Mr. Stripling. How do you know he is a Party member? 

Mr. Conroy. I attended meetings with him. 

On October 13, 1953, testimony was given by Thomas F. Delaney 
as follow S: 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you discover during your activity as a member of the 
national executive committee that the Communist Party line was being fostered 
upon the board? (UE) 

Mr. Delaney. Yes, sir; I did * * * just prior to a meeting which usually was 
called quarterly in New York City, I would be contacted by a member of the 
Communist Party and told that certain things the Communist Party hoped to 
attain and have passed by the general executive board, so that these policies were 
then introduced at the board meeting and very often were passed. 

Mr. Tavenner. * * * Who passed the Communist Party line down to you? 

Mr. Delaney. Well, sometimes it would be Joe Kuzma * * * and other 
times it was Walter Barry, who was an international representative of the U. E. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Walter Barry known to you to be a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Delaney. Yes, sir 

Jack Davis testified in Albany, N. Y., on April 8, 1954, at which 
time he also identified Walter Barry as a member of the Communist 
Party. 

Maurice Foran 


As indicated in an earlier section of this report, Maurcie Forge was 
one of the original stockholders of the March of Labor. He was suc- 
ceeded in this capacity by Len DeCaux, according to the February 
1952 issue of MOL. 

Forge is a former international vice president in charge of the Air 
Transport Division of the Transport Workers Union, who also served 
as editor of its official organ, The Bulletin. 

During the December 1948 convention of the TWU, Forge was 
defeated for office along with others of the so-called left-wing element 
which had dominated the union for some time. Michael J. Quill, who 
headed the anti-Communist group which accomplished the ouster of 
Forge and the others, said at the time: ‘We are tired of answering 
the foul statements of the New York Daily Worker. They have had 
their answer tonight * * *. It has been a hard fight for six months 
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in which the Communists have used all the money they had to defeat 
Me Forse 

Following his defeat, Forge turned his attention to encouraging the 
secession of airline locals from the TWU. He became at the same 
time an organizer for Queens Local 252, TWU, a bus drivers’ union. 
He was later expelled from the union by the executive board, on 
charges which included conspiring to weaken and destroy the TWU; 
engineering the withdrawal from the TWU of airline workers, and 
dual unionism. 

Former Communists who have testified concerning Maurice Forge’s 
activities within the Communist Party include Thomas H. O’Shea, a 
charter member of the Transport Workers Union. An excerpt from 
his testimony before the Special Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties on April 23, 1940 follows: 

Mr. Matthews. Now, what kind of a bulletin (TWU) did you get out at this 
time? 

Mr. O'Shea. Oh, it was just one of those six by four two-page bulletins. 


Mr. Matthews. Who was the editor of the bulletin? 


Mr. O’Shea. A man by the name of Forge. 
Mr. Matthews. Is his first name Maurice? 


Mr. O'Shea. Maurice Forge; yes. 

Mr. Matthews. Do you know now whether he is the editor of the Transport 
Workers Bulletin? 

Mr. O'Shea. Yes, sir * * * his name appears in the Bulletin as the editor. 

Mr. Matthews. Did Forge work in the industry? 

Mr. O'Shea. No; Forge at that time was a member of the (Communist Party 
concentration unit at this shop in Harlem * * * He was one of the seven men 
selected by Tass, who was the section organizer, to concentrate for the work 

Read: selected for concentration work) and from this unit he still continued 
in a functionary capacity as an editor. 

Mr. Matthews. Do you know what section of the Communist Party he belonged 
to? 

Mr. O’Shea. Section 4. That was the Harlem section, New York City. 

William Harmon also testified on September 16, 1938, that he had 
attended Communist fraction meetings with Morris [Maurice] Forge, 


editor of The Bulletin of the TWU. 


JoHN RYAN 


The record of John Ryan, stockholder of the March of Labor during 
the period 1949 to 1951, shows that this is not his first service to the 
Communist Party. Ryan has supported various Communist fronts 
prior to above period, The committee is presenting below a brief 
summary of Ryan’s activities in the Communist behalf: 


He signed a statement defending the Communist Party, which 
was released by the Communist Party of Queens, N. Y. (Daily 
Worker, April 13, 1948, p. 3). 

He signed a protest against outlawing the Communist Party 
(Daily Worker, March 12, 1947, p. 3). 

He was a member of a delegation representing the Committee 
on Election Rights, which in 1940 protested to Governor Lehman 
on the “intimidation” of Communist Party petition signers. 
The group also protested the barring of the Communist Party 
from the ballot in New York State (Daily Worker, Oct. 28, 1940, 
p. 1). The Committee on Election Rights was cited as a Com- 
munist front by the Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities. 
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He signed a statement of the Civil Rights Congress opposing 
so-called ‘‘red-baiting and attacks’? on Communists (Dai/y 
Worker, May 25, 1947, p. 10). The Civil Rights Congress was 
cited by the Attorney General and the Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities as a Communist front. 

He signed a statement demanding freedom for Earl Browder 
(former general secretary of the Communist Party) who was then 
serving a term in prison. The statement was released by the 
Citizens Committee to Free Earl Browder (Daily Worker, March 
11, 1942, p. 5). The Citizens Committee to Free Earl Browder 
was cited by the Attorney General and the Committee on 
Un-American Activities as a Communist front. 

He contributed a short statement against anti-Communist 
legislation to the New Masses (New Masses, March 25, 1947. 
p. 11). The New Masses was cited by the Attorney General and 
the Committee on Un-American Activities as a weekly Com- 
munist periodical. 


ComMuUNISts WuHo Contrisute ARTICLES 


The committee has checked the names of individuals who have 
contributed articles to March of Labor against a list of persons who 
have been identified as Communist Party members in public committee 
hearings. The committee used only the information on Communist 
Party members supplied to the committee by former Communists 
during the vears 1949-54. Therefore, the resulting list of identified 
Communists who have contributed to March of Labor is by no means 
exhaustive. 

Nevertheless, this study revealed the startling fact that approxi- 
mately 40 contributors of articles to March of Labor, not including 
the official staff members of the publication, have been identified as 
Communist Party members in recent years. The committee finds 
that an additional 10 persons with bylines in March of Labor, have 
refused to answer questions regarding Communist Party activities 
before other committees of the Congress. It is not surprising in view 
of the character of the contributors that the last three issues carried 
no bylines. 
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OPEN COMMUNIST PARTY SUPPORT OF ALARCH OF LABOR 


l 


The Communist Party cannot publicly admit that March of Labor 


is one of its own organizations if the publication is to have amy success 


in its pose as a legitimate ‘“‘labor” project. The Party, however, has 
betrayed its special interest in \Jarch of Labor DY 1ts efforts to drum 
up readers and funds for the publication. 

John Williamson, national trade-union director of the Communist 
Party in the United States, called upon Communist trade unionists to 
give “all-out support” to “this very important magazine.”’ William- 
son’s statements were contained in a report to the 15th national 
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convention of the Communist Party, held in New York City, Decem- 
ber 28-31, 1950, and are reproduced more fully as follows: 

The reappearance of the trade-union magazine, March of Labor, will 
in no small way contribute toward crystallizing this Left-progressive force or 
current in the trade-union movement. The magazine can serve as the ideological 
center of all these forees in the trade unions, regardless of organizational affili- 
ations. Its program, as outlined in the magazine’s declaration of principles, can 
be characterized as a consistently progressive and militant position on all basic 
questions facing the American working class. 

In view of the sharp turn to the Right of the trade union bureaucracy, the 
magazine no doubt will become more and more a guide to action among progres- 
sive unionists, especially in the mass production industries * * * 

Because it fills a great need, March of Labor has already met with a warm 
response in those cities and unions where it is being actively circulated. The 
magazine which reappeared in August, I am told, already has reached a circulation 
of close to 18,000. We must sharply criticize many of our own organizations that 
have failed so far to mobilize Communist trade unionists for all-out support to 
this very important magazine * * * 3 

The Daily Worker, official newspaper of the Communist Party, 
heralded the appearance of Mareh of Labor in 1949 as a ‘‘voice and 
thought that was long needed for left-progressive unionism” and as 
a future “new medium of thought for our labor movement” (Daily 
Worker, June 6, 1949, PD. (0). Similarly, the Daily Worker wave an 
extensive advance buildup to March of Labor just before it resumed 
publication in 1950 (Daily Worker, July 12, 1950, p. 6 

When the Mareh of Labor transferred headquarters from Chic ago 
to New York this year, the Daily Worker advertised the fact the ata 
reception had been held at the Hotel MeAlpin on April 27, 1954 to 
celebrate the return of March of Labor. The welcoming reception 
was also the kick-off for a circulation and fund drive for March of 
Labor under the direction of drive chairman, Esther Letz." 

Committee records reveal that Esther Letz was elected an alternate 
member of the New York State Committee of the Communist Party, 
at a Communist rally held in New York in 1942 (Daily Worke 
August 31, 1942, p. 3). She was listed as chairman of a rally spon- 
sored by the Industrial Division of the Communist Party in New 
York. in the Daily Worker of October 7, 1942 p. 1). The news- 
paper identified her as a member of Local 65, of the Wholesale and 
W are house Workers Union 

Esther Letz headed a trade-union delegation of 18 Americans to a 
May Davy celebration held in Moscow in 1951, according to the 
Daily Worker of May 2, 1951 (p. 2). Information in the committee 
files shows that she was a member of the Communist-sponsored May 
Davy committees in the United States in 1947 and 1948. 

ke a r Letz refused to affirm or deny Communist Party membership 
in an appearance before a subcommittee of the House committee on 
Educ ‘ation and Labor in July 1948. 


Earlier in | report, Willian lefir Left and progressive forces as those “who believe in cla 
tel llat ii lhe report is carried in Politieal Affairs, February 1951 
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PROPAGANDA TACTICS OF THE MARCH OF LABOR 


March of Labor states on its masthead that it is a‘“‘ National Monthly 
Magazine for the Active Trade Unionist.”’ 

In this pose as a legitimate labor magazine, March of Labor carries 
a preponderance of articles which deal with the activities of various 
unions and other subjects of particular interest to American workers 
Kor example, a reader will find articles describing convention pro- 
ceedings of the AFL and CIO, and others of a more technical nature 
such as “Know-How Gets Them Out to Meetings.’”” A number of 
the articles, including the last named, are free of Communist 
propaganda. 

This is merely bait for the unwary worker. Communist propaganda 
is inserted into various paragraphs of other outwardly innocuous 
stories. Many articles are nothing less than long appe als for support 
of the Communist program. 

MOL propaganda in behalf of the Communist Party is aimed 
chiefly at building support for Communist leaders active in the trade- 
union field and extending the influence of unions under Communist 
control. 

The publication has devoted a creat deal of space to the defense 
of Harry Bridges, an identified Communist who is the subject of 
denaturalization and deportation action by the United States Gov- 
ernment. Bridges is head of the International Longshoremen’s and 
Warehousemen’s Union, which was expelled from the CIO in 1950 
for consistently following Communist Party policies. An editorial by 
John Steuben in March of Labor dated January 1953 hailed Bridges 
as an ‘outstanding labor leader’? who heads ‘‘one of the country’s 
most democratic unions.’’ The same issue of MOL carried a special 
12-page section in behalf of Bridges under the title, “The Story of the 
18-Year Plot To Frame Harry Bridges.”’ 

Another article defending Bridges appeared in the March of Labor 
of August 1950 under the headline, ‘Target: Bridges, Objective: 
Your Union.’”’ This illustrates the strategy employed by MOL to 
obtain support for Communists from non-Communist workers. 
Any action against Communist subversion in the trade-union move- 
ment is invariably distorted by MOL as being part of an attempt to 
destroy all unions. 

Ben Gold, who has been convicted of perjury in connection with 
the signing of a Taft-Hartley non-Communist affidavit, has also been 

vigorously supported in the pages of March of Labor. An article by 

Ste ‘uben in the MOL issue of October-November 1953 described Gold 

‘a shining example of a labor leader who is incorruptible, courageous 

oni among the ablest tacticians in the labor movement.’’ Gold until 

recently was president of the International Fur and Leather Workers 

Union, also expelled from the CIO in 1950 for adhering to the 
Communist Party’s program. 

March of Labor has backed such “unionists” as: Clinton Jencks, 
former president of Local 890, Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, 
convicted in January 1954 of falsely signing a Taft-Hartley non- 
Communist affidavit; Maurice E. Travis, international secretary- 
treasurer of Mine-Mill, who has been indicted on the same charge; 
and Hugh Bryson, head of the Marine Cooks and Stewards Union, 
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also indicted for false signing of the non-Communist affidavit. As in 
the case of its defense of Harry Bridges, March of Labor asks hon- 
Communist workers to support these identified Communists accused 
or already convicted of perjury on the ground that “the bell tolls for 
your union” (Mareh of Labor, May 1954, p. 19). It might be noted 
that both the Mine-Mill and Marine Cooks unions were expelled from 
the CIO because of adherence to Communist policies. 

Tack Hall’s position as a regional director of the International 
Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union in the Hawaiian Islands 
provided March of Labor with an excuse for giving him vigorous 
support before and after his conviction under the Smith Act, even 
though his conviction was based on conspiracy to advocate the 
forceful overthrow of the United States Government. MOL pro- 
paganda omitted any mention of Hall’s conspiratorial activities in 
behalf of the Communist Party, and insisted instead that the Smith 
Act was merely being used ‘‘against the interest of the workers” 

Varch of Labor, April 1954, pp. 20, 21) 

In 1950, March of Labor campaigned for the release from prison of 
Carl Marzani, who had been convicted and sentenced for concealing 
Cor unist affiliations while a Federal employe. MOL attempted 
to persuade its readers that Marzani wna “1an}usthy kept behind prison 
bars’ as a result of a “‘frameup” by “big business’ after Marzani 
produced a motion picture for the United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers Umon. Marzani did make a film for this Com- 
munist-dominated union. However, he went to jail for falsely deny- 
ing Communist Party membership in connection with employment 
by the U.S. aavernenan Marzani had served the Government in 
the Office of Strategic Services and the State Department. After 
Marzani’s release “so ae he became a contributor of articles to 
the pages of Mareh of Labor. 

Varch of Labor carries numerous er Eo which in more general 
terms ee to discredit all legislation, prosecution, and investigation 
directed against Communists. In these instances, also, the pub lica- 
tion professes to be speaking in labor’s behalf. No mention is made 
of the fact that the editors and writers are speaking for the Com- 
munist Party. 

The dishonesty of March of Labor’s ‘“‘prolabor’” claims is most 
starkly revealed, however, by the readiness with which it has attacked 
even top labor leaders in the United States when such leaders oppose 
Communist subversion in the trade-union field. 

Following Walter Reuther’s assumption of the CIO presidency, 
Varch of Labor attacked Reuther as being a ‘“‘classic example’’ of 
how ‘‘fancy’’ redbaiting leads to a surrender of militant union policies. 
MOL accused Reuther of betraying the cause of labor on a number 
of occasions and concluded that “it is not hard to understand why 
Reuther’s economic theories are so frequently shot through with 
employer concepts” (March of Labor, February 1953). 

The late Philip Murray, Reuther’s predecessor in the CIO presi- 
deney, was also under attack from March of Labor, which said he 
‘shouts democracy from the rooftop but he keeps the membership in 
the cellar’? (March of Labor, August 1950). 

March of Labor has had a long-standing grudge against the CIO for 
expelling Communist-dominated unions in 1950. Typical of MOL 
complaints in behalf of these Communist unions, which MOL habit- 
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ually refers to as ‘‘progressive’’ rather than Communist, is the 
following: 

It [the CIO] has long lost its selling point as the more progressive and militant 
wing of labor—ever since it swallowed the Truman cold-war doctrines hook, line 
and sinker, expelled its progressive unions and painstakingly purged itself of all 
that once made it sweep the country as the workers’ greatest inspiration and 
the bosses’ biggest headache (MOL, January 1953). 

Since the inception of March of Labor, the great bulk of its propa- 
ganda has in fact been directed toward support of the Communist 
unions expelled from the ClO. The magazine has been so heavily 
loaded with articles featuring such unions that an AFL publication 
charged the March of Labor with being an unofficial organ of these 
now independent unions. A/arch of Labor's denial of the charge in 
its issue of May 1953 is hardly convincing in view of the facts. 

March of Labor began publication in June 1949, after the CIO 
leadership had served notice that it no longer intended to tolerate 
the membership of international unions under Communist control. 
The July 1949 issue of March of Labor carried bitter statements of 
protest against this announced C1O policy from Harry Bridges and 
other Communist labor leaders. 

In an effort to build opposition to this announced policy of the 
ClO, an MOL editorial in the same July issue adopted an offensive 
attack on the current leadership of the ClO. To disguise the true 
purpose of its attack, March of Labor included the leadership of the 
AFL and accused both the AFL and CIO of betraying the labor 
movement by supporting a “compromise”? on the Taft-Hartley law. 
MOL hoped to convince unionists that the future of the labor move- 
ment depended on leadership from the Communist-dominated unions 
rather than on Philip Murray and William Green. 

March of Labor claimed 20,000 readers in AFL, CIO, and inde- 
pendent unions as of December 1954. Most of this support stems 
from the independent Communist-controlled unions so widely publi- 
cized in MOL’s pages. 

Conventions held in 1951 by two Communist unions, the United 
Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers and the International Union 
of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, officially endorsed the March of 
Labor. The international executive board of Mine-Mill in 1952 voted 
to sponsor a subscription campaign for MOL. A UE convention 
resolution in 1953 urged UE locals and districts to circulate the 
magazine and obtain group subscriptions. March of Labor has also 
announced that as far back as 1951, the Northern California District 
Council of the International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s 
Union had endorsed MOL and ealled for subscriptions from ILWU 
locals, 

In recent years, March of Labor has included more articles of general 
labor interest in an obvious attempt to counteract charges that it 
is an organ of the independent Communist-controlled unions. Never- 
theless, MOL has continued to serve as an important propaganda 
channel for the various segments of the American labor movement 
under Communist leadership. 

MOL claims to defend “trade union democracy”? but continually 
refers to the Communist-dominated unions as the ‘‘most democratic” 
in America. The CIO is accused of being undemocratic in expelling 
these unions from membership. MOL supports no-raiding agree- 
ments but suggests that they be used to keep intact the membership 
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of Communist-dominated unions. March of Labor is also stressing 
trade-union unity, but it is a unity adapted to the interests of the 
Communist Party rather than to the labor movement as a whole. 

For example, Political Affairs, an official Communist Party publica- 
tion which outlines strategy for Communist infiltre ators, took up the 
question of ‘Left-Led Unions and Labor Unity” in its February 1953 
issue. The Party publication declared that C ommunist-c controlled 
unions must ‘“‘survive all current attempts to destroy them” yet seek 
united action with non-Communist unions in order to increase their 
influence. Political Affairs stated specifically: 

* * * The need for unity on the part of the independent progressive-led unions 
is going to arise in most urgent form. Any failure on the part of these unions 
to audaciously and skillfully lead the struggle for unity can have only the most 
dire consequence for their own survival and for the labor movement as a 


whole .. 
Many opportunities exist for united labor action and many more must be 


created by the continuous efforts of the progressive forces * * *. 

A single united union certainly will come for these workers but only after the 
policy of raiding, splitting and hysterical Red-baiting has come to an end. It 
will come only after the Left wins the democratic right to exist within the labor 
movement and to advocate its own advanced policies * * * organic unity is 
not contemplated or proposed at this time because the conditions for it are not 
yet ripe. 

John Steuben echoed this Communist Party policy in an article on 
Labor Unity appearing in the December 1954 issue of March of Labor. 

He boasted of the accomplishments by ‘progressive’? unions such 
as the UE and ILWU in united labor actions with various AFL and 
ClO unions Sut he defended the organic independence of the Com- 
munist unions in striet accordance with the line laid down in Political 
Affairs. Steuben said: 

* * * there is the group of the independent progressive unions. As a matter 
of principle these unions never gave up the fight for labor unity. Time and 
again they have declared their willingness to re-enter the mainstream of the 
labor movement provided that their autonomy is respected; the rights of their 
membership are not curtailed; and their militant programs not infringed upon. 
As the current hysteria begins to subside and these unions continue to make 
remarkable gains for their membership, as they continue to be models of trade 
union democracy and rank and file unionism, in due time they will find their 
place in the mainstream of the labor movement * * *, 

This report has concentrated on March of Labor props aganda which 
carries out Communist Party policies specifically aimed at the trade 
union movement. It might be noted brie fly that the pages of MOL 
have also been used to publicize and promote other front organizations 
which use different approaches in attempting to extend Communist 
influence in this country. 

It is not surprising to find that MOL has a particularly fraternal 
relationship with the National Negro Labor Council and has given 
extensive publicity to this Communist front from the Council’s very 
Inception Nn October 1951. 

March of Labor has also encouraged worker support of a number 
of front organizations which seek to attract all segments of the 
American population with such broad slogans as “peace” and “civil 
rights.” Among such groups promoted in MOL columns are the 
following: Civil Rights Congress, American Peace Crusade, National 
Labor Conference for Peace, Mid-Century Conference for Peace, 
Stockholm Peace Appeal and the World Peace Congress. 
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CONCLUSION 


The foregoing report has sought to spotlight the Communist Party 
members and Communist purposes behind the innocuous-sounding 
publication, the March of Labor. Since a Communist “front’’ is 
aimed primarily at deceiving loyal Americans into doing the party’s 
work, such a project cannot long exist once its true purposes are 
known. 

The Committee is confident that when American workers become 
aware of the real aims of insidious propaganda schemes such as the 
March of Labor the Communists will lose one of their most effective 
weapons in their conspiracy against our free trade-union movement. 
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